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specifically or in essence confirms, There is extensive doshonesty: but, fortunately, there is also proof of the dishonesty, of such a nature as to leave the intent of dise honesty not reasonably in doubt, oe _* There is exidence of what the Army was really up to and’ of its determination to misuse us and out clains for their special purposes. 5 This, very obviously, is an incomplete file and incomplete in ways that can't be accidental, The clearest example is at the very end, the Leaky correspondence, 1t holds only one of his letters to m@, none of mine to him, not even a transcript of our Penta gon session, and not one of any of his conferences at the Pentagon with me not present. I thinkk one of the first things to be done is to ask Better, as I suggested | Friday, to Join us in a motion for discovery against his client. If he has not held things out on you, they have, without subtlety, on him. Memos are referred to that are not Anolude end I am without doubt that we urgently need some, ; tes There is no record of ph one communication between me and Leahy's office. Of one I have the sharpest recollection and Visual image a helicopter in what seened like. acute distress while violating the regulations. I reported this immediately $0 his office by phone and if they deny it, the phone reconis will prove it. . The falsifications by Van Voris and of his records is not questionable, The evidence is here and does not depend upon my own copies. 
- T have a spparate list of each document in this file, with notes, sometimes no more than to identify each, It will be included with this after I correct it, 

    tape, the tareat from a civilian Still using his military title when he was not in the military, Colonel Cjecka. The, provided records show that this pot thing was not withdrawn volimtarily but that they backed down when I challeneged then, . All of these things are marked by slips of Paper and oan be located from the summary, I think there is something else bearing on what foliows but I am a tit excited and can't remember, They were making on they were going to settle with us and all the time had no such intention, ‘ney really planned to use my claims as a test case to overtum Judge Thomsen's decision, deseribed as "not well reasoned” 4n the 12/24/63 Van Voris 
Please note that all of this was the behind- cenes bit when Van Voris and others were pretending to negotiate with me in good fet ehbe ne to the original Pentagon agreement. Note also that this is skbstantiated by those of my letters tha’ are included in this file and are not even by indirection disputed, VanVoris* recommendation in 6. concludes, 4fter condemnation of oriticism of the. Judge's decision,"that this decision is not well reasoned and is subject to being overruled or distinguished if litigation should result from this present claim,” I have marked this paragrpah with a paperclip, In 5 £ before this Van Voris notes that some of the military wanted to appeal the original decision. Moral questbons may not appeal to lawyers but they do to victims, The time for appeal was at the time of decision, hat by deceiving us and undermining a DOD



  

  

  

almost every case po effo: 
is a notation,   

oon ae goxies"). This, with the deciaion to first appeal 

ae af urying to overtunr the decision by using us, 1 think aime clarify my pointe 

Whenever there ia reference to the basic Pentagon
 agreemmt, it is not disputed 

and is tacitly agreed to, examples, my Blackmarr and Van Voris correspondence, the 

setae even breaking dow the computations from the property And business loss and 

Showing that I was working on what he wanted and asking help from kin long after he 

chet md gaia I refused, It shows also that I hed experts there to help with the 

computations after he visit and reported ite 

   


